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I. Nobody is present on behalf of the petitioner. Mr.
Muhammaql Adeel Butt, _Additioﬁal Advocate ~ General

alongwith Mr. Jan Bakht Said, Supdt for respondents present. .

2. On 16.09.2020, representative of the respondents had

provided final seniority list of female D.M Teachers of Dir

Lower at Timergara, which was placed on file and copy of the

same was handed over to the learned counsel for the petitioner,

who had requested for some time to go through the’ list and ‘

submit observations/objections, if any. The matter was
adjourned to 02.11.2020 bL_lt on 02.11.2020, nobody appeared on

behalf of the petitioner and the matter was then posted to

23.12.2020 on which date the learned counsel for the peﬁtionerf‘

appeared before the Tribunal and sought some more time to go

through the list and submit objections/comments. Last

opportunity was granted to the learned counsel for the petitioner

to submit objections/comments, if any, before 04.02.2021. On
04.02.2021 and the subsequent dates i.'e 13.07.20_21, 26.08.2021.
23.1~l.2021 nobody appeared on behalf of the petitioner. On the

©20.01.2022 clerk of counsel for the petitioner appeared. On last

date learned counsel for the petitioner was present. Today since,

nobody is present thus desired list seems to be the compliance |

with the judgment of the Tribunal, therefore, this execution

pet‘ition is filed. Consign.

3. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and give‘n‘
under my hand and seal of the Tribunal on this 25" day of July,
2022.

(Kalim Arshad-Khan)
- Chairman

»
\
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EP 22/2020

Ist June, 2022 Counsel for the petitioner present. Nobody is 'preserit '
on behalf of the respondents nor any Law Officer is present..

Notices be issued to the respondents to appear in
person alongwith implementation report on .25.07.2022
before S.B. '
Chairman ;
25"' July, 2022 ¢ L. Nobody is present on behalf of the p'e'titioner. Ar.

Muhammad ~ Adeel Butt, Additional Advocate Géneral -

alongwith Mr. Jan Bakht Said, Supdt for‘ respondents 'vre:sen't.~ B E

2. Qn 16.09.2020, representative of the péspondents had
provided fingl seniority list of female D.M Teachers of Dir
Lower at Timergara, which was placed o file and copy of the
same was handed ower to the learned gbunsel for the petiti('m'er,‘
who had requested fox some time/to go through the list and
submit observations/objegtions 7 if any. The matter was.
édjourned to 02.11.2020 but o 02.11.2020, nobody appeafe_d_or; :
behalf of the petitioner add the¢ matter was then posted to
23.12.2020 on which dat¢ the learngg Coun_sel for the petitioner
appeared before the Tribunal and sough{ some more time to go
through the list gnd submit objectigns/comments. Last
opportunity was granted to the lé_amed counsel for the petitioner
to submit object'ns/001ninents, if any, before 84.02.2021. On
04.02.2021 and/Ahe subsequent dates i.e 13.07.2021,26.08.2021,
23.11.2021 ngbody appeared on behalf of the petitioneg. On the
20.01.2022 ¢lerk of counsel for the petitioner appeared. Qn last
date learnéd counsel for the petitioner was present. Tdday Si ce,» :
nobody i present thus desired list seems to be the compliancy
with the judgment of the Tribunal, therefore, this execution

petitign is filed. Consign.

3. Pronounced in open court in Peshawar and given
under my hand and seal of the Tribunal on this 25" day of July,
2022. ‘
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: . 23.11.2021 None for the petitioner present. Mr. Muhammad Adeel Butt,
‘ Additional 'Adyocate Genefal_for respondents present. '

Notices. be Aisslued' to the petitioner and his counsel. Adjourned. fw )
To come up for further proceedings on 20.01.202 before S.B. .. -

| | (MIAN MUHAMMAD)
MEMBER (E) . -

f

20.01.2022 Clerk of Iearnéd counsel for the petiﬁoner ‘preée'nt.
Muhammad Adeel Butt, Addl: AG for res'pondents preseht. 3 '

Due to general strike of the bar, the case is adjourned. To

come up for further proceedings on 08.03.2022 before 5

¥y

7
(Mian Muhammad)
Member(E)
08.03.2022 - Due to retirement of the Worthy Chairman, the |

Tribunal is defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to

01.06.2022 for the same as before. ‘

Reader.
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© 06.04.2021 Due to demise of the Worthy Chairman the Tribunal is
| defunct, therefore, case is adjourned to 13.07.2021 for the

same as before.

13.07.2021 Nemo for the petitioner. Mr. Muhammad Adeel Bu& »
Addl. AG alongwith Mr. Jehan Bakht Superlntendent for
the respondents present. :

Implementation report has been submltted but
counsel for the. petitioner is not in attendance due to
strike of the lawyers. The departmental represlentétilv'e fS. '
relieved from attendance. File to come up for further "
proceedings on 26.08.2021 before S.B.

. Chair'rn.an |

'26.08.2021 , Nemo for the petitioner. . "Mr. Muhammad
Rasheed, Deputy District Attorney fqr the réspbndents
present. o '

Notice for prosecution of the petition be issuéd to

the petitioner and to come up for further. proceed:ngs

. "D , before the S.B.on 23.11. 2021. : | Lo

.~ (SALAH-UD-DIN)
MEMBER (J)




23.12.2020 | Counsel for petitioner present.

Kabrr Uliah Khattak learned Add|t|ona| Advocate General
atongW|th Jan Bakht Said Supermtendent for respondents

present.

A request was made for adjournment on ‘behalf of

‘ petltroner allowed.

Perusal of order sheet dated 16.09.2020 reveals that
seniority list of Female D.M Teachers of Dir .Lower at
Timergara had been provided by the representative of
respondents copy whereof was handed over to the learned
counsei for petitioner who requested for some tlme to go
through the list and submit comments/objectlo‘ns but till
‘today, objections/comments were not submitted. Last
“chance is given to learned counsel for'petitioner with
direction to submit objections/comments, if any, before the

date and file to come up for arguments on 04.02.2021

before S.B. .
(Rozina fehr‘nan)
Member (J)
104.02.2021 Nemo for petitioner, Addl. AG alongwith Jan Bakht

Superlntendent for the respondents present.

Learned counsel for the petitioner appeared in the
morning but at the time when case was called nelther the
petitioner nor her learned counsel appeared. It is already

past 01.00 P.M, therefore, proceedings are ad]ourned to

06 04.2021 before S. B W

Chairman



£,

o 16.09.2020 “Counsel for the petitioner and Addl. AG alongwith- Miss ~ |
' | Asmat Ara Qureshi for the Fespohden’ts pfesent. ’ -
' Representativé of the respondents has provided final
seniority list of Female D.M Teachers of Dir lower at Timergara, :
which is placed on record. A copy of the samé tist haé been- L»
handed over to learned counsel for the petitioner who requests
- for some time to go through the list and submit

comments/objection, if any, thereon.
Adjourned to 02.11.2020 before S.B.

Chairma

£02.11.2020 | Nemo for petitioner. Mr. Kabirullah Khattak, Additional
B Advocate General for the respondents is also present.

~ Since the Members of the High Court as well as of the

District Bar Association, Peshawar, are observing strike today,

therefore, learned counsel for the pet:tloner :s not avaalable

x : "today AdJourned to 23.12.2020 on whlch date to come up for

- further proceedlngs before S.B.

- \"\ .

- (Muhamma al Khan)
Member (Judicial)




v
- 25.03.2020 Due to public holidays on account.of Covid-19, the casés . < -
- is adjourned. To come up for the sane on ‘17.06.202’0 b’éfére. o
S.B.. | I
Reader
. ' . . o
17.06.2020 f . Counsel for the j)etitioner and Asst: AG'for fespongien’té

pfesent. Notices be issued to the respendents for submission. of
implementation report on 29.07.2020 before S.B.

‘ ‘1-1.’]3
\’.\.\\.

v 1/

'MEMBER

:29.07.2020 Nemo for the petitioner. Addl. AG alongwith Jan Bakht

Said Superintendent for the respondents present..-

Representative of the respondents states th_at’settlen%ent |
of fresh seniority list is in ‘process. He, therefore, requests for o
further time to submit implementation report. '

- Adjourned to 16.09.2020 on which date the requisite |
report shall positively be submitted.

\

Chairman : ..~



F orm- A

) FORM OF ORDER SHEET

Court of

.

Execution Petition No. 22/2020

1 S.No. | Date of order Order or other proceedings with signature of judge
' proceedings oo
1 2 3
1 17.01.2020 The execution petition of Mst. Thaoheed Begljm submitted
today by Mr. Irfan Ali Yousafzai Advocate may be entered in the
relevant register and put up to the Court foriproper order please.
=2
REGISTRAR -
' 2. This execution petition be put up before S. Bench on
07}07)/,} 2520
CHAIRMAN.
07.02.2020 Counsel for the petitioner present. Addl: AG

for

respondents present. Notice be issued to the

respondents for submission of implementation report.

To come up for further proceedings on 25.03.2020

before S.B.

Member
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
| ~ PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR
/ak o V220 2®
~Service Appeal No: 60/2014

‘Mst. Thaoheed Begum ....................... PETITIONER '

VERSUS
District Education Officer (Female), Dir Lower
........ RESPONDENTS
_ . INDEX |
S.No Description of Documents Annex | Pages
1. |Grounds of Execution Petition & ol 14
-affidavit -
2. |Copy of the judgment dated A 5-10
107/11/2016 -
- 3. | Copy of order dated 11/01/2017 B 11
4. |Wakalat Nama * 12
. Petitioner TM
Mst. Thaoheed Begum-
Through —=27> . : ‘
Shams-Ul-Hadi =~ )
& Ar L .
Sardar Muhammad}},
Arif Tajik . _ Vol
: Irfan Ali Yousafzai Y =
Date: 17/01/2020 Advocates High Court o

Peshawar |
Cell# 0347-4773440 =
1 0314-9070658 .~ . %

g
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' BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
| PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

Service Appeal No: 60/2014

Date of judgment: 07/11/2016

Mst. Thaoheed Begum D/o Noor Ahmad Jan
DM, GGMS Tangi Timergara, District Lower .
- Dir.......... SSUURR g PETITIONER -

VERSUS

1. District Education Officer (Female), Dir Lower.

2. District Coordination Officer, Dir Lower.

3. Director  (School &  Literacy) Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa, Peshawar.

4. Secretary  Finance, Govt. of  Khyber
Pakhtunkhwa Civil Secretamat Peshawar
........ RESPONDENTS

EXECUTION __ PETITION __ FOR
IMPLEADMENT ____ OF THE o
JUDGMENT DATED 07/11/2016
PASSED BY THIS _HON’BLE
TRIBUNAL IN LETTER AND SPIRIT.

Respectfully Sheweth:

T

]

1. That the petitioner had presented the serv1ce 2
appeal in this Hon’ble Tribunal and this Hon’ble

I
e e



L
Tribunal vide judgment dated 07/11/2016 had
aécepted the appeal and the petitioner'is.ehtitled |
to be considered as appointees with effect from
the date with other similar candidates were
appointed. (Copy of the judgment dated
07/11/2016 is attached as annexure “A”).

That the respondents department issugéd a letter
No. 235-40 dated 11/01/2017 in ‘which"t_he
réspondents department gave the seniority to
the appointees on the directioﬁ of this Hon'ble
Tribuhal but ignored the present peti.tion_er.
(Copy of order dated 11/01/2017 is Annexure
“B”) ' '

'That the petitioner having no lother alternate
remedy for | impalement of judgment dated

07/11/2016 in letter and spirit except to k_nOck
the door of this Hon’ble 'fribunal. |

' That the petitioner tired to make them see ligh‘t

of reason and implement the judgmeﬁt 'passed

by this Hon’ble Tribunal in letter in spirit but

- same proved as cry in the wildness, the said =

conduct of respondent falls within the miéchi,ef
of law of COC and disobedience of Court orders,

duly explained by the August Superior Court of

Pakistan.



Y

Cae . '
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3 .

5. That any other grounds will be raised at time of
arguments with prior permission of this Hdn’_ble |

- . Court.

It is, therefore most lllumbly_- .
requested that on acceptance of this
execution petition the respondents may
kindly be directed to implerhent fhe
judgment dated 07/11/2016. |

Any other relief which this Hon’ble
Tribunal deems appropriate may also be

awarded to the petitioner.

Petitioner W

Mst. Thaoheed Begum
B Shams-Ul-Hadi

& |
Sardar Muhammad%§_‘

Arif Tajik

8
Irfan Ali Yousafzal

Date: 17/01/2020 ' Advocates High Court
: Peshawar -
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BEFORE THE SERVICES TRIBUNAL, KHYBER
' PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR

: Serv1ce Appeal No: 60/ 2014

Mst. Thaoheed Begum ...........ocevinen PETITIONER |

VERSUS

District Educatlon Officer (Female), Dir Lower )
e RESPONDENTS
AFFIDAVIT

[, Irfan Ali Yousafzai Advocate (Counéel for '.
appelldnt), do hereby solemnly affirm and declare
that the contents of the accompanying Execution
Petition are true and correct to the best of my |

knowledge and belief and nothing has been conc'ealed

from this Hon’ble Tribuhal..

DEPONENT -




' BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA SERVICES TRIBUIN "E’EShAWﬁR

X
/\// Rl

Service Appeal No. é@- _/2014'

- DM GGMS TANGI 'I'IN[ERGARA DISTRICT LOWER DIR

K ,
\u‘ A\ \}l’ 5
N .

Mst THAOHEED BEGUM D/O NOOR AHMAD ]AN '

; | ‘ ____APPELLANT

VERSUS

~ DISTRICT }FDUCA"I‘ION OFFICER (FEMALE) DIR LOWER

DISTRICT COORDINATION OFFICER, DIR LOWER

| DIRECTOR (SCHOOL & LITERACY) KEIYEER PAKHTUNKHWA, PESHAWAR -

: SECRETARY FINANCE GOV’X OF KHYBER PAKHTUNKHWA, PLSI-IAVVA}\

RESPONDENTS -

" Appeal under Section 4 of the Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Service Tribunal - |

Act, 1974 for grant of Arrears and Serdority to the appellant froin the

date of application i.c. 22/08/ 2007 for the postor alternahvely from the

:f -is@éf‘e 'v | | | " l. N
' / / } pectfully submitted as under:

x .Bnef facts of the case are as followé= '

Y- X

date of decision of the Hon’ble Peshawar High Court Peshawar dated
' ‘ June, 28, 2012 till June 19, 2013

. . |-
| . .

, P éb‘m;fe‘;;
S "I‘hat the appellant got appointed wzth the rcspondc,nts as DM, BPS-15

vide off1ce order dated 20.06.201 8

|
(Appomtment or der is appcnded herewith as Annexare “A”)

'lhe appointment of the appella’ﬁt was thé.result of the Writ Petition No.
| 1896/ 2007 titled “Mst. Nagina and Others Vs EDO & Others whcrc the
Divisional Bench of Hon’ble PCShd\VuL High Court, Dar UI -

aa at




107.11.2016

TR
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. : . S /\»
" Counsel for the appellant and Mr T\/’uhammad Lrb,‘a S ’_/ic«";-"/"
Y BV
Senior Govemment Pleader alongwith Mr. 1y tyazud Dm A e

ior respondents present. Arguments heard. K
i

connected service appeal No. -
: Rahman versus District Education
‘and '3 others", ‘this appeal is also
. judgment. Parties are left to bear
consigned t6 the record room.

ANNOUNCED '

ecord perused

Vide our detailed jddgment of to- day placed

N
5172014, tilted 'Khals{a-

Officer (Male) Dir Lower
accepted as per detaﬂed
their own costs File be _

Membe T(i " [ | | ﬁé&?ﬂﬁnan

cmu‘t Swat

07.11.2016

Capying Foeo..
- Urgend
Total

Diome of ot T

Eite ol Cooslonilnn o TR __, (.
| ;;; .,f"(T i . -"/'3_///2m
AR G ..,u.., DTN




No.7 | Date of

771 Order ‘or“ . that of partles whcre fecessary.
proceedings. & ' !
3

2..

Sen

foe TribuE
Deshawar

BEFORE THE KHYBER PAKHT UNKHWA SERVI CY "R{BUNAI

R T - N S S R

21. Appeal No.
22. Appeal No.

23. Appeal No.
24. Appeal No.
25. Appeal No;
26. Appeal No.

Ap};;eal No.
Appeal No.
Appeal No.
Appeal No.

- Appeal No.
Appeal Nﬁ.
Appeal No.
Appéal No.
Appeal No.
10. Ap'peal No.
1L Aﬁpeal No.
12. Appeal No.
13. Appeal 1;10.
14. Appeal No.
1,5.'AppAeal No.
16. Appeal No.
17. App'ea"l: No.
~ 18.Appeal No.
- 19. Appeal No.
| .20.App‘eal No

CAMP COURT SWAT

51/2014, Khaista Raliman,
52/2014, Muhammad Ishagq,
53/2014, Rehman Said,

54/20 14, Mst. Noorsheeda,
55/2014, Mst. Fatima Bibi,
56/2014, Mst. Rabia Bibi,
57/2014, Mst. Salma Bibi,
58/2014, Mst. Mehnaz,

59/2014, Mst. Nuzhat Ali,
60/2014, Mst. Thaoheed Begum,
61/2014, Mst. Hemayat Shaheen,
62/2014, Mst. Faryal Bano,
63/2014, Mst. Farah Naz,
64/2014, Mst. Zahida Begumi,
‘65'/5.!014, Mst. Farzana Tabasurn,
66/2014; Mst. Farida Bibi,
67/2014, Mst. Fathana Bibi,

68/2014, Mst. Gul Naz Begum

69/2014, Mst. Ghazala Shams
70/20]4 Mst Nagma Bibi,
71/2014 \dst Rabia Sultan,
72/2014, Mst Hina Sumbal
73/2014, Mst. Sujaat Bibi,
84/2014, Atta Ullah, ‘
85/2014, Shcrin'Zada,
86/2014, Ghulamlﬂ'azrat,
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[07.11.2016

ATTHSTED

Kl-‘ybel ot -
: Servicg -t
i Pel shawilt

27.Appeal No. 8772014, Shahid Mahmood,
28. Appeal No 88/2014 ikram Ullah,
29. Appeal No. 89/2014, HaﬁzUlHaq,
~730. Appeal No. 90/2014, Gul Rasool Khan,
Versus DISl?lﬂCt Education Ofﬁcer(Male) Dir Lower & 3 others..

JUDGMENT

' MUHAMMAD AZlTM KHAN AFRIDL CHATRMAN:-

Counsel for the appellant and Mr. Muhammad Zubau Semor
| ‘ L

Govemment_ Pleader alongw1th Mr. Favazud Dm ADO for

respondelﬁts present.

2. | ThlS judgment shall dispose of the instant service appeals No.

51/2014 as well as connected service appeals No 52/2014 to 73/2014

and service appeals No. 84/2014 to 90/201'4 as identical questions of

facts 'and law are involved therein.

3. Brief facts of the afore-stated cases arc that the appellaﬂts were
declined appointments against posts advertised by the respondentsl :

constraining them to prefer Writ Petitions No. 1896, 2093 of 2007, 294’ .

of 2008 3402 of 2009, 3620 and 4378 of 2010, 159 and 2288 of 20

before the augu%t Peshawar ngh Court, Mmg,ora Bench (Dar-ul Qaza)ﬂ :
Swat Wh’ich were allowed vide worthy judgment dated 28.06.2012 and

‘respondents were dn:ected to appomt the appellants against the satd'

posts The *said worthy Judgment of the Hon'ble High Court was

challenged before the a'ugust Supreme Court.of Pakxstan in Civil

Petitions No 456-P of 2012 7P to ll-P of"f)l3 and 19 P & 20-P of

2013. The said appeals'wer’e dlsmlssed vide worthy judgment of the

apex court dated 21.06.2013 as the appellants were appointed and their |




S

appomtments orders were produa,ed before thc august buprcme Court, of

Pakistan. Theru,-dﬁer Rev1ew Petitions were pwfcrrcd by certam
--petltloners in tbe said Wnt Petmons before the Peshawar High Court, -
Mmgora Bench (Dar-ul- Qaza) Swat whxob was allowcd vnde worthy

judgment"_dated 22_.1_0.2013 ‘and the petxtloners s'eekmg ,rche‘_t. were

allowed to be considered as appoint;ecs from’ the dates when other
candidates were app()ililted, vs';zithoﬁt any financial benefits.

4.  Learned counse'l for the 'appellénts‘ has axgued that the appellants
are also en’utled to sumlar treatment as extended to mmﬂarly pldced

employces by the Hon'ble High Court in Rewcw Petition No 7-1\/1/2012

in Writ Petition No; 3620/_2012(D).

5. In support of his stance he placed reliance on cése-laws reporied |. -

as 2009-SCMR-1 (Supreme Court of Pakistan), 1998-SCMR- 2472 |

(Supreme Court of Pakistan) and 1999- SCMR—988 (Suplemc Court of |
Pakistan).
6.  Learned Senior Goverhmeﬁt ‘Pleader has argued that "the

Lo .
appellant;s are not entitled to the relief clau:ned as thc,y haw not

preferred any Revmw Pctmon against the Judgment and appomtmcnt

: orders before the Hon'ble High Court.

7. We have heard arguments of learned counsel for the parties and

%TTE%TED - -pﬁfusedthg re¢0rd,

1

8. The august Supreme Court of Pakistan in the reportcd cases

referred to above, had ruled that if a T;‘tbunal or the Supreme Coun

Qer\'i(“ S
Pestlav 4"

decides a po'mt of law relating to the terms and conditions of a civil




' servant who 11t1gated and there were other cwd servants, who may ﬁot ) |
have taken any 1eg§1_~p'foceedings% in such a.case, the di,ctates of justice"
and ruie of good g_ove'r-nénc':‘e&demand thét the benefit of the said
decision bé extended ’to other civil’scri/an‘gs also, who may, not be
parties .f”o'that litigatidﬁ; instead ‘g-)f corﬁpeﬁiﬁg them fo a'pproac.h'the
Tribunal or any other legal forum.
9.  Though the .a'ppellan'tsi h.ave not p:eferred any review 'l;etitioni
befor'gl'-tvhe Hon'ble High Cfourf 'b1:1t in"vicv;/: of the ca;se-l:c1§vs' as discussed
.aboyc, ’ap‘pellants' are cn%itle@ {o the benefits Qf the .dé;;isi;)n 6'f the_‘_
- .Ho.n'bh.": ngh Court as the!y are similarly placed civil servants..
10. In viéw of -'thé abo:}ve, we vhold that the zlppeliéf.lts are ex-ititlcd to
be copsidered as appo'm:tees with effecf from the datés when other
similarl_y ’pléch ‘c‘andidgtes were appointed. The appellants would |
howeve;i not be entitled to Wsﬁt& The respondent-
dep@eni is; to prepare their scniorﬁy list according to rulés. The
v

appe'als are accepted in the above terros, leaving the parties to bear their

own costs. File be con51gned to the record room.

/(M ami wad-Azia Khan . Afnch) _

Chairman -
Ca*np Couyrt, SW}%
(Abdul Latif) o / /0 7
Member
ANNOUNCED
07.11.2016

Bate of Presetitation of M*pi:mtlcr_%_)z.&-
Vias=__ '
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v OFHCL OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER {I/’ALEI DiR LOW Lr«t
QFFICE ORDER
“( Consequent upon the verdict of Khyber Pakhtunkhwa Scrvice Tribunal
Peshawar vide Service Appeal N0,51,52°& $3,84,86,87,68 & §4/2014 dated 771172016, the
following D.Ms appointed vide No,9968-75 dated 20/5f2013 are hereby placad at the
seniority after the appointees of order No,3864-79 doted 2 2/8/2007 without financial -
benefits. .
1.Mohammad ishag D.M GMS Ganjla .
2.Khaistsa Rahman D.M GHS Katan'
3.Rahman Said D.M GMS TanJo Manz _ _ :
4.Attaullah D.M GHS Munjai - o S L
5.Shahid-Mehmood D.M GMS«Qandaray | _
. 6.Ghulam Hazrat DM GHS Shamshn Khan R
7.Ikramullah D.M GHS Bajaim Makhai * A
. 8.Hafizul Hag D.M GMS Gunibat Talash S :
Note,-Necessary entrles to thts effect shoud be made m\thear Serwce Books accordmgly ,
' ; b S
(Haflz Dr. Mohammad ibrahim) .
4 Distnct Educatton Officer
i fMal&) Dir lower.
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